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REMARKS 

Claims 22-40 are pending in the present application. Claims 22, 30, 38 and 40 are the 
focus of this request. 

Claims 26, 28, 34 and 36 were objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim 
but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the 
base claim and any intervening claims. 

Claims 22-24, 29-32 and 37-40 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Yablon (WO 99/45687) in view of ITU-T Recommendation H.245, sections 
5.2-5.9 (XP-002 199601). Applicant respectfully traverse this rejection. 

Specifically, the cited art, alone or in combination, fails to disclose the feature of 
"sending device information from the first telecommunications device to the second 
telecommunications device which indicates a type of subscriber data that the first 
telecommunication device wants to receive" as recited in independent claim 22 and similarly 
recited in independent claims 30, 38 and 40. 

As an initial matter, the Response to Arguments contained in the Final rejection indicated 
that the word "wants" is (1) a non-inventive word, and (2) is a subjective word that is attributable 
to feelings (see pages 11-12 of Final Office Action). Applicant respectfully disagrees with this 
position. It is well-known that "the ordinary and customary meaning of a claim term is the 
meaning that the term would have to a person of ordinary skill in the art in question at the time of 
the invention, i.e., as of the effective filing date of the patent application." Phillips v. AWH 
Corp., 415 F.3dl303, 75 USPQ2d 1321 (Fed. Cir. 2005) {en banc). It is the use of the words in 
the context of the written description and customarily by those skilled in the relevant art that 
accurately reflects both the "ordinary" and the "customary" meaning of the terms in the claims. 
Ferguson Beauregard/Logic Controls v. Mega Systems, 350 F.3d 1327, 1338, 69 USPQ2d 1001, 
1009 (Fed. Cir. 2003) (MPEP 2111.01). Furthermore, an applicant is entitled to be his or her 
own lexicographer and may rebut the presumption that claim terms are to be given their ordinary 
and customary meaning by clearly setting forth a definition of the term that is different from its 
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ordinary and customary meaning(s). See In re Paulsen, 30 F.3d 1475, 1480, 31 USPQ2d 1671, 
1674 (Fed. Cir. 1994) (Id.). 

The present disclosure provides an exemplary context in which device information 
indicates a type of subscriber data that the first telecommunications device wants to receive. As 
is argued below, there is a difference between the general concept of receiving data according to 
the capabilities of a device, and the ability to control the types of data within the device's 
capabilities that the user wants to receive. For example, page 14, lines 2-16 provides the 
following: 

[A]fter selecting the appropriate communication partner, in this 
case Recipient E, the device information GI2 to be sent to the 
Recipient E is adapted. Where available, the historical data in the 
form of a version number (here version number "1 ") of subscriber 
data for Recipient E that has already been transferred is taken from 
the associated transmission information and incorporated into the 
device information GI2. As can be seen in Figure 3, the device 
information GI2 contains a version number of the partner, that is 
the previously transmitted subscriber data for the partner 
(Recipient E) and a list of optional information which Caller A or 
his/her telecommunications device can or wants to receive. As 
such, where Recipient E is able or wants to send the appropriate 
subscriber data, he/she should transmit all optional subscriber 
data (reason for calling, title, name, first name, company, function, 
e-mail address, optional text, image) that is identified by a "1 " 
before the appropriate specific data ("1" means send; "0" means 
do not send) in accordance with the device information GI2. 

Also, on page 14, line 27 - page 15, line 8, discloses the following: 

Once Recipient E is known to Caller A, then in the mobile phone 
MFG1 appropriate device information Gil can be adapted to Caller 
A, in which from any existing transmission information of Caller 
A the version number can be taken from previously transmitted 
subscriber data and incorporated into the device information Gil. 
In this case, the version number of the stored transmission 
information or subscriber data of the partner (of Caller A) has the 
value "0". In contrast to the device information GI2, Recipient E 
has set his/her device information Gil such that he/she does not 
want to receive the company, function, e-mail address and optional 
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text from Caller A that is shown by a "0" before the appropriate 
option. 

Then, a mobile phone MFG1 of Recipient E transmits in a Step II 
the set or adapted device information Gil with a message 
CONNECT PROP CONFIRM() to the telecommunications 
network NW that, in turn, forwards the device information Gil 
with a message CONNECT PROP CONFIRM() to Caller A. 

Thus, the plain meaning of the term "wants" is consistent with Applicant's disclosure of 
the term which means that the device may selectively choose items or sub-items within its 
capabilities for receipt. 

Regarding Yablon, the reference discloses a "handshake" procedure for establishing a call 
between a first and a second telecommunications device (FIG. 16; page 23, lines 10 to 21). 
According to step 1 of FIG. 16, the primary user's device informs the caller's user device about 
the type of information the primary users device is capable of receiving so that the caller's user 
device may only transmit the proper information the primary user's device. This configuration 
comports with the ITU-T Recommendation that teaches that, in order to process appropriately 
received multimedia signals, a capability set containing the total capability of a terminal to 
receive and decode various signals is made known to other terminal. 

However, the above systems do not teach or suggest to send device information from one 
telecommunication device to another indicating a type of subscriber data that the first 
telecommunications device wants to receive. Under the aforementioned systems, none of the 
subscribers assigned to one of the terminals or telecommunications devices can determine which 
information a user wants to receive respective of other subscriber. As an example, when 
transmitting multimedia data (e.g., video) during a call set-up process, a subscriber will receive 
such data, regardless of the fact that the subscriber did not want to receive the data in the first 
place. Under Yablon and the ITU recommendation, the terminal communicates to another 
terminal or telecommunications device that it is able to receive video data, but nothing is 
provided for the management and blocking of the data (i.e., selecting types of data the 
device/user wants to receive). In the case of devices that are limited by processing and/or 
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electrical power, such unwanted reception of video data would needlessly consume processing 
capability and lead to unnecessary consumption of energy. 

Furthermore, Yablon is silent regarding minimizing the data flow between two terminals 
or telecommunications devices, particularly in light of FIG. 16, where the exchanging of device 
information (see step 2, page 23, lines 15 to 18), results in video data being transmitted by one of 
the telecommunications devices to the other. As a result of not being able to receive such data, a 
reply message is sent by the receiving telecommunications device to indicates that the 
information is not capable of being received. This configuration is a not effective way of 
exchanging device information generating a high data flow, and also teaches away from the 
recited claims. 

In light of the above, Applicant respectfully submits that the rejection under 35 U.S.C. 
§103 is improper, and Claims 9-16 of the present application are both novel and non-obvious 
over the art of record. Accordingly, Applicant respectfully requests that the Board overturn the 
rejection and issue a timely Notice of Allowance in this case. If any additional fees are due in 
connection with this application as a whole, the Office is authorized to deduct said fees from 
Deposit Account No.: 02-1818. If such a deduction is made, please indicate the attorney docket 
number (0112740-1034) on the account statement. 



Respectfully submitted, 
BELL, BO¥©v& LLOY 
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